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West's Key Number Digest, Courts@=121(1), 169(1) 


The amount in controversy at the time of the institution of the suit determines the jurisdiction 
of the court, but subsequent changes do not divest the court of jurisdiction. 


The amount in controversy within meaning of statutes setting a court's subject matter jurisdictional 


limit based on the amount in dispute is determined at the time jurisdiction is to be determined. ! 
Jurisdiction is determined by the amount in controversy at the time when the court is first called 
on to exercise jurisdiction, which in a trial court is the amount claimed at the time when the suit is 


instituted.” A mere possibility of increased damages beyond the court's jurisdictional limit is not 


sufficient to preclude jurisdiction.” 
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When increased damages are due to the passage of time, they may be awarded by the trial court, 
even if the increase brings the amount above the court's jurisdictional limit,“ since once the court 


properly acquires jurisdiction, no later fact or event can defeat that jurisdiction.° If the original 
petition is within the jurisdictional limits, but an amendment increases the amount in controversy 


above the court's jurisdictional limits, the court continues to have jurisdiction if the additional 


amount accrued because of the passage of time. 
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